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DETAILED ACTION 

1 ^ CaSehaSbeena ~'° Group ArtUni, 2,32 Aoor 

- 'his designation on a| , papers ^ 2132 ' ***** « requested to 

2 ' AmSndmen ' ° f F —y 2. 2000 added a new claim r, 

numbered as claim ,5. However ,h» C ' aim * 3S 

nowever, there was already a claim is 
37 CFR 1126 , this , 

Rested to verif y , he renum " " renUmbSred » — " Applicant is 

y ne renu mbenng and follow the renumh* ■ 

3 ^Amend m en,o, F ebruarv23 ^ * f^™ 9 a " — s tiled, 
^-renumbered as Calm 16 Th ' f ^^^'^—aimwbich 

< ,soadvised, h a,an y res P on ' hanyre ~ d - 

— « Parent , mad 1^"" 3 ^ *" " * 

Applicant in determining it . fee „ due 

5 The Letter of September 23 iqqq 
—nation of this application wil, proceed in a 

process. ' ™™a, examination 
6 Applicant is requested to reconsider , h e 

« « ^P-rs tha, this app,i cation is , ^ ^ " «**8.«a 
aPPea.ed claims and no, a furthe ' ^ ° f P ~°" - - 
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Drawings 

7. The specification Jn P a 9 e 3. provides a Brief Description of the Drawings, 
Figures 1 and 2. However, there were no sheets of drawings in the application papers 
filed July 9, 1 998. If Applicant intends to submit such Figures now, Applicant is required 
to show 'ihat 1) NO NEW MATTER is being entered, and 2) the figures are the same as 
those provided for in the specification as filed. Applicant may simply state that the 
Figures are the same as those of the parent application, if such is the case. 

Double Patenting 

8. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 

USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1 994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



9. Claims 1-16 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-15 of 
copending Application No. 08/587,448. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because claims 1-16 of this application 
are only slightly broader than claims 1-15 of the parent application. The subject matter 
of claims 1-16 is obvious from the subject matter of co-pending parent application 
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entrapated by Wiedemer (4,796,181) 

°r F ' 9Ure 1 Sh ° WS "» — °< - — ~ ™s .stem meets 
'—^"dependent claims 1,7,10 and 14 

T,e SECURlTY MODULE 1 6 corresponds t0 the recited ^ ^ 

The Diskette start program shown in Figure 1 as cart of «, 
♦« ^ P rt of eleme nt 14 corresnonri* 

•o <he raced authoring software module. Column 5 lines 33 36 „ . h 
s.e, pro-am must verify ths presence Qf „ ' ^ <"* ^ 

P-sence of the secunty module, i.e., the identity module 

™du,e is not present, ^00^0 2,^3 33-69 

.eets r r e b r: " ' akeS P ' aCe ^ " "~ ~ * — r 

sponsible for as per claims 4, 8, Hand 15. 

Claims 2 and , 4 , h a, rec , (he , ^ 

moduie which are unique to any individual user are correct See , 
14 r, = ,„ are correct. See column 7, lines 15-46 

" C,a,ms ,2, , 3 and 16 are rejected under 35 U S C ,02,b> 
by Wiedemer ,5,155,680,. ' ' 
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The second Wiedemer patent (5 1 5R R «m ^- , 
first WiPH. J 3 bi " in9 System sim ''ar to the 

password protection. Column 14 lines 40-^ h -u 

d6SCr,be that this corr ect information be 
P-ded from the user to a „ow the protected software to be executed as , 
13 and 15. executed as per claims 12, 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U S r 1™ i u- 

nh . ° 1 ° 3(a) whlcn for ™ the basis for all 

obvousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

invention was made to a o e r^ matter as a wh °'* have L^ S ° Ught *° be e atente * and 

ov er W, ed e m e r(4 , 796 , 181)in , ewofCooper(5 737 4i6) 

C* 3 provides for (he authorjzjng softwars m ^ te (o 

computer. While claim* r anri c 

— w ied6mer doss not describe the appiication ; 

~ 9 """" — - - a—on o, ,ne cc mpuler 
TheC --P— systemfora(lowingtria|perioduseof 
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Par. of a «. that must be ^ ^ 

Fin. .ro o/. u 0 the Protected software 

17 ' ^^""^^^ngthiscommunioalion or earlier,™ 

- - - _,r ran nomally be reached on zzr: is (7 ° 3 ' 

8.00 AM to 5 00 PM r h vionaays thru Thursdays from 

' aHemP,S 10 ^ ,he ««*-r by ,e,ep h on e are unsuccessful ,ne 
supervisor Mr t^h o ""successful, the examiner's 

sor, Mr. Tod Swann, can be reached on (703) 308-7791 The fax oho 

f ° r ^ where this application or proceed,, is a ■ _ ^ 

Any inouirv nf P™eed,ng « ass.gned is (703) 305-0040. 

Any ,nqu,ry of a general nature or relating to the status of th- 

Proceeding should be directed to the ^ ^ " 

to the recept IO nist whose te.ephone number is (703) 305- 

GILBERTO BARRON, Jr 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



